Nay 15, 1989 LB >61

and NcFarland. Senator Schmt.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Well, Nr. President and nenbers, | do not like
to oppose each and every amendnent which is being offered here
this afternoon. Senator Dierks said these anendnments were

of fered before the conmittee and were rejected by the committee
and i ndividuals feel strongly enough about themto reoffer them
again at this time. That is his right, it's the right gf each
and every member to do that which they deemto be their own
i ndi vidual responsibility. |t is also ny responsibility to do
that which | believe to be right. \w reviewed these anendnments.
Ve reviewedthese proposals. Senator Dierks proposes that five
comunities, five counties be allowed ¢ vote. | read the
amendrment several tines. | do not know how, for certain, those
five counties are to be determned. Wuld he leave it up to the
Departnment of Environnental Control to determ ne which five

counties were to vote? Wul d the three counties which are
presently host sites be automatically | ocated...would t hey
automatically be included among the five? wul d the ot her two

counties be chosen based upon t he safety of a site |gcated
within their relative area? How many of you here, if the voters
in four counti. s rejected the site and thevoters in the Ieast
desirabl e county accepted the site, how many of you would want
to store the waste jn the site or on the site which is |east
safe of the five? Ifthere is a |egitimte |ogical concern,
then had it not ought to be stored where it is the safest?

not a geologist, all of you know that, but there are those \I\/ﬂO
we rely upon with professional experience to tell yswhere is
the nost | ogical place to store the material based upon its |ong
life and based upon safety to the public. That has been the
number one goal, | believe, of the committee, the number one
goal of this Legislature, has been the number one goal of
everyone involved in the site selection process. We can
disagree with how it was done we can disagree with.the
conclusion, but if we begin to disagree with the ggog |ntent|ons

and the honest integrity of those individuals involved, then

there is no endto it. |f Senator Dierks was to chall enge ny
integrity and | challenge his, what is to be gained from that
kind of a challenge'? It's a standoff and no one gains. |f in
fact, we were to do what Senator pjerks points. out here. it
woul d del ay the processto a point where you m ght reaIIy find
yoursel f in some difficulty. | do not know, | 'mnot involvedin
the process to that extent, but | can understand and |

an
envi si on when you revi ew the diffi culty that we have |ncurred so
far, that if you were to go back and reopen the discussion and
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